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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the 
English language. 

2. Claims 1-40, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Tarter et al (Hereinafter 
Tarter U.S5, 50, 734. 

As per claim 1 , Tarter discloses a method of processing payment transactions by a 
financial institution having a plurality of branches, each payment transaction having a 
destination bank and each payment transaction being capable of being forwarded through a 
plurality of clearing systems, the method comprising the steps of 

transmitting the payment transactions from the plurality of branches to a central location within 
the financial institution; determining, for each payment transaction, an appropriate clearing 
system which to forward the payment transaction; and forwarding each payment transaction to 
the determined appropriate clearing system. (see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 
lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 2, Tarter discloses further comprising the step of designating a preferred 
clearing system for one of the payment transactions, and wherein the step of determining the 
appropriate clearing system considers the preferred clearing system, .(see column 10 lines 11- 
67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19—35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 3, Tarter discloses further comprising the step of determining if the 
preferred clearing system is available for use. .(see column 10 lines 1 1-67 and column 11-12 
lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 4, Tarter discloses further comprising the step of determining if the 
preferred clearing system is on holiday, .(see column 10 lines 1 1-67 and column 11-12 lines 1- 
65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19—35 lines 1-67). 
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As per claim 5, Tarter discloses further comprising the step of determining if a cutoff 
time for using the preferred clearing system has passed, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and 
column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19—35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 6, Tarter discloses, wherein the plurality of clearing systems include Real 
Time Gross Settlement (RTGS) clearing systems, and Multi Lateral Net Settlement (MLNS) 
clearing systems, and wherein the RTGS clearing systems can further use a Trans-European 
Automated Real-Time Gross settlement Express Transfer (TARGET) clearing system, .(see 
column 1 0 lines 1 1 -67 and column 11-12 lines 1 -65 and column 1 8 lines 58-67 and column 
19—35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 7, Tarter discloses wherein the step of determining the appropriate 
clearing system further comprises the step of determining if the step of forwarding the payment 
transaction would exceed a predetermined limit, .(see column 10 lines 1 1-67 and column 11- 
12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67) 

As per claim 8, Tarter discloses wherein the predetermined limit is with set respect to the 
destination bank, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 
lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67) 

As per claim 9, Tarter discloses wherein the predetermined limit is set with respect to a 
proposed clearing system being considered for the appropriate clearing system, .(see column 
10 lines 1 1-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19—35 
lines 1-67) 

As per claim 10, Tarter discloses 10. A method of processing a payment transaction, 
the payment transaction having a destination bank and the payment transaction being capable 
of being forwarded through a plurality of clearing systems, the method comprising the steps of. 
(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and 
column 19 — 35 lines 1-67) (a) identifying candidate clearing systems which could be used to 
forward the payment transaction to the destination bank; 

(b) verifying that a first candidate clearing system is available for use; 

(c) verifying that a processing of the payment transaction does not exceed a predetermined 
value limit; and (d) forwarding the payment transaction to the first candidate clearing system. 
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.(see column 1 0 lines 1 1 -67 and column 11-12 lines 1 -65 and column 1 8 lines 58-67 and 
column 19—35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 1 1 , Tarter discloses further comprising 
the steps of sequentially repeating steps (b) and (c) for other candidate clearing systems until 
one of the other candidate clearing systems satisfies the verification steps of (b) and (c); and 
forwarding the payment transaction to the one other candidate clearing system, .(see column 
10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19—35 
lines 1-67). 

As per claim 12, Tarter discloses further comprising the step of manually routing the 
payment transaction if none of the candidate clearing systems satisfy the verification of either 
steps (b) or (c). .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 
58-67 and column 19—35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 1 3, Tarter discloses further comprising the step of prioritizing the 
candidate clearing systems, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and 
column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19—35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 14, Tarter discloses wherein the step of prioritizing further comprises the 
step of giving higher priority to a candidate clearing system identified by a customer as a 
preferred clearing system, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and 
column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 15, Tarter discloses further comprising the step of determining if the 
destination bank is a member of more than one clearing system, .(see column 10 lines 1 1-67 
and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19—35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 16, Tarter discloses wherein the destination bank is a member of only the 
first candidate clearing system, 

the method further comprising the step of manually routing the payment transaction if the 
verification of either steps (b) or (c) fail, .(see column 10 lines 1 1-67 and column 11-12 lines 1- 
65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19—35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 17, Tarter discloses wherein the TransEuropean Automated Real Time 
Gross settlement Express Transfer (TARGET) is designated as a desired clearing system, the 
method further comprising the step of eliminating candidate clearing systems which are not 
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Real Time Gross Settlement (RTGS) clearing systems, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and 
column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 18, Tarter discloses wherein the verification of step (b) further 
comprises the step of determining if the candidate clearing system is operational, .(see column 
10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 
lines 1-67). 

As per claim 19, Tarter discloses wherein the verification of step (b) filrther comprises 
the step of determining if the candidate clearing system is on holiday, .(see column 10 lines 
11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 20, Tarter discloses wherein the verification of step (b) further comprises 
the step of determining if a cutoff time for using the candidate clearing system has passed, 
.(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and 
column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 21 , Tarter discloses wherein the predetermined value limit is set with 
respect to the destination bank, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and 
column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 22, Tarter discloses wherein the predetermined value limit is a limit of 
debits accepted by the destination bank, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 
1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 23, Tarter discloses wherein the predetermined value limit is set with 
respect to the first candidate clearing system, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 
lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 24, Tarter discloses wherein the a predetermined value limit is a 
limit of debits accepted by the first candidate clearing system, .(see column 10 lines 1 1-67 
and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 25, Tarter discloses a method of processing payment transactions by 
a financial institution having a plurality of branches, each payment transaction having a 
destination bank and each payment transaction being capable of being forwarded through a 
plurality of clearing systems, the method comprising the steps of 
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transmitting the payment transactions from the plurality of branches to a central location 
within the financial institution. (see column 10 lines 1 1-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and 
column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67) for each payment transaction, determine 
an appropriate clearing system which to forward the payment transaction by: 

(a) identifying, for each payment transaction, candidate clearing systems which could be 
used to forward the payment transaction to the destination bank, 

(b) verifying that a first candidate clearing system is available for use, and 

6 (c) verifying that a processing of the payment transaction does not exceed a 
predetermined value limit.(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and 
column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67) and forwarding each payment 
transaction to the determined appropriate clearing system, .(see column 10 lines 1 1-67 and 
column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19 — 35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 26, Tarter discloses a system for processing payment transactions by 
a financial institution (100) the system comprising 

a plurality of branches (1 05-1 1 5) of the financial institution (1 00), at least one branch 
generating payment transactions, each payment transaction having a destination bank 
and each payment transaction being capable of being forwarded through a plurality of 
clearing systems. (see column 1 0 lines 1 1 -67 and column 11-12 lines 1 -65 and column 1 8 
lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67) a central location (120) within the financial 
institution (100), the at least one branch transmitting the payment transactions to the 
central location; and 

a payment router (170, 255) within the central location (120), the payment router (170, 
255) determining, is for each payment transaction, an appropriate clearing system to- 
which each payment transaction should be forwarded, and the payment router 
forwarding each payment transaction to the determined appropriate clearing system. (see 
column 1 0 lines 1 1 -67 and column 11-12 lines 1 -65 and column 1 8 lines 58-67 and column 1 9- 
35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 27, Tarter discloses wherein the plurality of clearing systems include 
Real Time Gross Settlement (RTGS) clearing systems, and Multi-lateral Net Settlement 
(MLNS) clearing systems, and wherein the RGGS clearing systems can further use a Trans- 
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European Automated Real-Time Gross settlement Express Transfer (TARGET) clearing 
system, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 
and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 28, Tarter discloses further comprising a flow control module (1 70, 
255) coupled to the payment router (170,250), wherein the flow control module 
determines if the forwarding of the payment transaction by the payment router (170, 250) 
would exceed a predetermined limit, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1- 
65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 29, Tarter discloses wherein the predetermined limit is set with 
respect to the destination bank, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 
and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 30, Tarter discloses wherein the spredetermined value limit is a limit of 
debits accepted by the destination bank, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 
lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 31 , Tarter discloses wherein the predetermined limit is set with respect 
to a proposed clearing system, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and 
column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 32, Tarter discloses wherein the predetermined value is a limit of 
debits accepted by the proposed clearing system, .(see column 10 lines 1 1-67 and column 
11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 33, Tarter discloses wherein the payment router (1 70, 250) 
determines if the destination is bank is a member of more than one clearing system, .(see 
column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19- 
35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 34, Tarter discloses wherein the payment router (170, 250) identities 
candidate clearing systems which could be used to forward the payment, transaction to the 
destination bank and wherein the payment router verities that a first candidate 
clearing system is available for use. .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 
and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 
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As per claim 35 t Tarter discloses wherein the payment router (1 70, 250) 
determines if the candidate clearing system is on holiday, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and 
column 11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 36, Tarter discloses wherein the payment router (1 1 70, 250) 
determines if a cutoff time for using the candidate clearing system has passed. . .(see 
column 1 0 lines 1 1 -67 and column 11-12 lines 1 -65 and column 1 8 lines 58-67 and column 1 9- 
35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 37, Tarter discloses wherein if the first candidate clearing system is not 
available for use, the payment router (110, 250) further verifying at least one of the 
other candidate clearing systems is available for use. .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 
11-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 38, Tarter discloses wherein the payment router (170,250) manually routes 
the payment transaction if one of the candidate clearing systems are available for use. .(see 
column 10 lines 1 1-67 and column 1 1-12 lines 1-65 and column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19- 
35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 39, Tarter discloses wherein the payment router (170, 250) priorities the 
candidate clearing systems, .(see column 10 lines 11-67 and column 11-12 lines 1-65 and 
column 18 lines 58-67 and column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

As per claim 40, Tarter discloses wherein the payment router (170, 250) gives higher 
priority to a candidate clearing system identified by a customer as a preferred clearing system, 
.(see column 1 0 lines 1 1 -67 and column 11-12 lines 1 -65 and column 1 8 lines 58-67 and 
column 19-35 lines 1-67). 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicants disclosure. 

Liddy Eder (US Patent 6, 026, 388) teaches user interface and other enhancements for 
natural language information retrieval system and method. 

Kohorn US PATENT: 5, 508, 731) teaches generation of enlarged participatory 
broadcast audience. 
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4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clement B Graham whose telephone number is 703-305-1874. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7am to 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung S. Sough can be reached on 703-308-0505. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-305-0040 for regular 
communications and 703-305-0040 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 



CG 



PRIMARY EXAMINER 




Sept 14, 2006 



